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(4lP > l’«l f^HFT) 

im*T aiftr^Rr 

^ 27 2004 

: ftqffim iffcfcsm i ti ynggfo % anura 

3 Bwftra W3 trft isrPC'T 1 

■R. 14/25/2003-^Wta^.—A ftf.-, &J0W? % 3lrfM^ (^f ^T% 

if 1995 sfa ^ 

fWiiqti), 1995%3TgRTC^ ; 3IWfrR , W :K T 
% TJ^T % 3T?T^fT ^ Wfim ( T ft^h^F^) % TO ^FT STRtT crFTTft qilV«fii ^FR ^ % 


3Tfc H-Sdld ^ TT«TT MkHiM faFTT f 

1 . faerRrcSta vottct 


cI^rFf RReT 4 vScTO - ^ uR. W 4> *JcT 3>T 3TSR7 c^f ^ f^ffcRf 

(41 (^p4 ^Td ^ ^ if ?ft f| 

^ ^Tefl^d 5mToft cfr 3U^R w iTRtffa cZJFTR if # qr ^o<ft 

390461 3fft 39046100 4> 3T#3 cH%?d t I RdKltFh \dcMI< cfr TOST if \5TfxT R^dld ^0 
ufT ^ xTI% \3d^l qflcp^ui cbl^ ’ft !?t f^RTcfr 3ia4d \3dcfcl 3TPTRT vSTT xf^T 
t I #RT^> cfcrcf ^cTTrTO t Wdiofi cZnf^T W f^ft M>R 

irt ^ 1 1 


^T Wf f^FT ^ Hlfc^l ifc, TTcfcEFT 

3fk crimvi« M 3 $m VJTRTT t ?wr ^pft im f^RI#T vJMcT c£ cffiTtsfa if ^rrfteT t I 

41 -& T?$ f c^rj^sJIcT; 3Tf|4k MqHTSff ^ cfTRR f^Toft, 2jjf^ 

^KiiiiPic^ ^frrfr if 5Ritn f^n ^rtt t i f^r^r, f ^fhr ^k 

dl41^J cPT W #T-^rf^'ch, 3?vSJeHrf)d, f ^> ' ?U| ^ 5rt?f SrfcRteX, 

3f F T rfct?ftcT ^tT ^r sfF cillMcb ^K'dNdl ^3cTT W \3^"^ ^juj f j 
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2. vTgffrT f^Rr 

W ^Tfx[cf5T Ao wRl^RT feT., sfTCT ^RR cfft ^ ^ iTRcT 

# >h«Ic£| ^ ^cr>tn^ vi^Kch f i jrrfsfaTrft eft v3tttt cjr^ ^ tpfcrm ^ 

‘ R^Rr f^rr t % ^iRi^icpd? Rrht 2(^r) 2 R 3 ) ^ *Rcj vrsfRi t 

sfk 3*? viM^cW R^RTt cfr RrR 5(3) (g?) ^ SF^TR 2flR|<fr! ^PR 3R^T eft f^jfcT HH<*S 
^ cfRcTT % I 

3 . ggrfgg ^t 

vrtl’xj # ^nftel xfkf \jR. 7[UT. (^RFf q^ld TT^ ^T ^ "^T ^T ?ft 

'jfeelR^d) ^ I 

4. 555L53 

'^nf^rWr ^ zrf ^rt f^rr t % srt ^cqifcd cr^t c^ ^ ^ 

3T2TcTT c^T ^ R4R)d cR^tf cfc RTRPT TOJ f I ^Tfx?cb|cbdf £RT ^|Rd TT^ cRg 3fk 

^<3 ^ ^ Rpoffcid cR^ ^ 3TcR t I ^Tfxfcfjj^clt cR ^jcfT t ft? ^ff 

^3Tt eft dcb-f}c^ 3ffc cllf&Tf^T^ RT ft.Vlft^lftd f^RTT vfT TORT t I IRTfeH? cftro 

yftxT ^ wftuldl4 ^iFqc^tc^dl gRT tfcHlRd eft \3M^cW RRF# ^ 3T?} cf> ‘ftcR TO^T 

ft 3TRTTf%cT TOTO ft TOFT ^ RRT^TT vjfT TO t I 

5 . 55!5L3^ 

3 TRi<*>icr>dl ft ^ tot fftR 11% ftfa to. tot. ftr to % totr srftrow 
w tott t 3fk totto ^ ftr tttotM RrroTOcft ft argftr ! ft tkr 7 ^ 8 ft 
3T3TTR Rfftltd fcfRTT W^TT t I 5TTf^?kt M ^ ^ # % xffa viPT. 7jtr[. ^ 3T R Tffrld 
TRf^ cRg c^ fef^ f^ TII-HM ^T ^ 4'^ki RTT^ f j 

6. f%gfe ^RcT 

^ #5M3TT^i^ gRT WlRld ^ 3M>^r c^ 3frenR XR 
^ ^ cR^ ^ Rr^cT cRRTcT cR ^RTT f^RTT f | RT^t ^ 3RTT, cT^IT RRlfe ^ 

^ *f 3TdM^f ^Rci^h, trr 5)^rh 3fk wr jmkr ^ cbi^Hi ^r w Rmkr 
^Rlcf ^5T ^Rcbdd cfR^- c^ feR cRJ ^[cfT f^TT TRFT t I R^fe ^Rm 3fR 

^ cRg c^ fcR cTcTf TT-HI^vjhI ^ q^Ikl vRTW t I 






[^mi— isp^i] 


^R<T^T tF3m : 3^191^ : ■- ____3 

7. 1[ ffg ; T^fe 

sm ~m t fto ohh mw^ni m??r 

Prater totmr to ctor torn? t Ptor wr ^jt raB mcjB to t fto Prato) irt 
^ to to^ mr msmltom w ^bt 11 

8. gtfct T^f <bNUiM<cb W? 

rarftorto to to; totor tot grato> to to totot ttoto *mto to totor 
^cFTT JReJeT t I *TFto toto, to^ ^T to wto # toff W to TOcT SMTcft 
3fft '(ic^d *TFT to to?ft to 3*i fl'lcft cfr cii^K ft# to to<f«5 to# to 3TRTTcT ‘^Tcft 

to tot, to ^fra ^ ^TxJfR ft# 4 tore, cr§ ^jtot to mto cfe to ft# tora 3 
tot, error, mtb 3fR Ptor mr wr to w# %>Pr, tora 4 totcft 3fft tora to 
tot to wr mpjft^ 3ik toratot ^ to ra? mcj*r tor t f% ratoj # to^ 

to?r to to^ toj ^ m^r <£ wr mtom cntoto srPr t l 

9. TOHVWI ufm # 3Rm 

Prfto mPrtot ^r^ torto # to totot to # srrt to to 
PrafPra m^3to to toitora wr tot toRpft, w affc jrara tot wtot #f 

1 I 

10. 

torn vjrira to sratormsf w^r tot sraPr i wrato, 2003 % 31 fto^R; 2003 
(12 toPt) 11 

H. ^FTT 3R^cT cJRHT 

‘to % toto^ra toto to fito? wm tow^r to to PraWr crtt *trct to 3rrartof 
tor Prato wm to 3fft cttoto to toto ^ram tor Prfto wPrtot, mi<hM 
^4 ^rtortowT, ^Tftor ^ tora tocra, torw torn, w^cr wr, 

^ro 243, tora n^r, to ftccft -110011 to tot ftto 3 rro tot 3 > to 
3rwT-3rwT torPra fto w ^bt t 1 Prto ^ tor 6 ( 5 ) ^ 3 t^wt tofto 
srrPrtot tora artor srPr tot ^ totoPra> jratoito tor ^xrar ^Rgsr ^ ^rto 
to toto totof ^ toPrto to trrer, arPr to^mid^rer <& toP tor Tt to r 

^RT 5R^T ‘to ^)T 3TCRR 3^R ^ to t I 3RT to^ ftcR<5 to pRT WR 

Pratfto wrar tom to toerr tor ^r rnto^ra tot Ptor 1 1 
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12 . TW3 #RI 

cRfaFT ^ TT^Tcf ^ETT felR^cl x||f§y mRfc T? fTT 

3rf^rqTETT <£ TT>TYR cfft tfl$)<si % 40 f^Tt cfr T? c£ TTTT Tgrl 

MR I w Rqfdcb SMTtTcE, ftp# 3TcFT-3fcFT TOfRlM fcRff MT ^1 t, cEt 

3TOT-3ToFT feRt TT clRRl 40 f^ft cfc ^rETT M^d T7ETT 3TTT?TcE 

tl ’ft MR 1% cEf| 3Rpftr Pi^IRd TFRT-#ET cEt ^ fcR UETT 

MRHT I 

13 ‘ ^l4v>lftcb ^el cET 

f^PT 6(7) ^ 3EJMTT ^ tft RkM<£ WEN 3NR 1%cT^ TSTcERt gRT 5EEJT 
TfT$N/3TT^T c£ 3PTtT#JI MRR Mfoft MTcfcrf%TT q^l^d ^T cfR >H4?dl t I fcE# 

URef 3 ^ cEtf fea^cS TSfcEN RjRfrT 3R& ^ tf^N 3TTT^j RJrETT ^ ^ f^EN cRcfT 
t 3T2RT 3TRI MR ^ 5RET TRcTT t SRErT MNI 3 MNT>t TOT ^Mdl t eft 

3TTSENf TTRT xRoEEJ cT^ff c£ 3TTHIR NT 3 eRf MNT mRu|R ^ cfN TfTOT t 3fR cfe 
tor ept ^ft RmR^f ctr rttot t f^p# nRet tp# i 


'STPrf^TiT^TjJFT, fqRifc^ yifacfrifl 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th July, 2004 

Subject: Initiation of Anti-dumping Investigations concerning import of Polytetrafluoroethylene 
(PTFE) originating in or exported from China PR. 

No. 14/25/2003-DGAD.—M/s. Hindustan Flurocarbons Ltd., Hyderabad, has filed a 
petition before the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) in accordance 
with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 

1995 alleging dumping ofPolytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) originating in or exported from China PR 
and has requested for initiation of anti-dumping investigations and levy of anti-dumping duties. 

1. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

The product under consideration in the present case is 
“Polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) originating in or exported from China 
PR” (also referred to as subject goods hereinafter). The subject goods 
are classified under Customs subheading 390461 and 39046100 in the 
Indian Trade Classification based on Harmonized system. 
Investigations are being initiated with respect to product under 
consideration irrespective of the classification under which they are 
being imported. Customs classifications are indicative only and in no 
way binding on the scope of these investigations. 

PTFE is produced in various grades like molding grade, fine powder, 
aqueous dispersions and compound grades of filled grades and all 
grades are included within the scope of the product under 
consideration. PTFE is primarily used in electrical, electronic, 
mechanical and chemical industries for their unique characteristics 
which are chemical inertness, electrical and thermal insulation, low 
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coefficient of friction, non toxic, non flammable, resistance to radiation, 
low level of static and dynamic friction and outstanding electrical 
properties over a wide frequency range. • / 


2 . DOMESTIC INDUSTRY STANPtNS 


The petition has been filed by M/s Hindustan Flurocarbons Ltd, 
Hyderabad and they are the sole producer ofthe subject goods in 
India. The Authority after examining the above, determines that the 
petitioner constitutes a domestic Industry within the meaning of the rule 
2(b) read with 2(d) and ft satisfies the criteria of standing to file the 
petition in terms of Rule 5(3) (a) of the Rules supra. 


3. COUNTRY INVOLVED 

The country involved in the present investigation is China PR 
(hereinafter also referred to as subject country). 

4. LIKE GOODS 


The petitioner has claimed that goods produced by it are like articles to 
the goods originating in or exported from subject country. There is no 
significant difference in the subject goods produced by the petitioner 
and those exported from subject country. The Petitioner claims that 
the two are technically and commercially substitutable. Therefore, for 
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petitioner are being treated as Like Articles to the product imported 
from the subject country within the meaning ofthe Rules, supra. 


6. NORMAL VALUE 


The Petitioner has claimed that China PR has to be treated as a non- 
market economy and normal value has to be determined in 
accordance with the Para 7 and 8 of Annexure I of the Anti Dumping 
Rules. The authority notes that there is sufficient evidence of the 
Normal value claimed for the subject goods from China PR. 

6. EXPORT PRICE 

The Petitioner has claimed the export price of the subject goods from 
the subject country based on the data published by DGCIS. 

( Adjustments have been claimed on account of ocean freight, marine 
' insurance, and inland transportation in the country of exports, port 
handling and port charges to arrive at the Export Price at ex-factory 
level. There is sufficient evidence of the export price and the 
adjustments claimed for the subject goods from subject country. 

43/3 
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There is, prima facie, evidence that the Normal Value of the subject 
goods in the subject country is significantly higher than the ex-factory 
export price indicating, prima facie, that the subject goods are being 
dumped by exporters from the subject country. 


8. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 


The Petitioner has furnished information on various parameters 
relating to material injury to the domestic industry. Parameters such as 
increase in the absolute volume of imports from the subject country, 
increase in the market share of imports from the subject countries in 
total imports and total demand, decline in the import prices from the 
subject country, decline in the market share of the domestic industry, 
significant rise in the inventory, decline in the domestic selling price, 
significant deterioration in profits, cash flow and return on investment, 
price undercutting, and price depression prima facie, indicate 
collectively and cumulatively that the domestic industry has suffered 
material injury on account of dumping of subject goods from subject 
country. 


9. I NITIATION OF ANTI DUMPING INVESTIGATIONS 

The Designated Authority, in view of the foregoing paragraphs, 
initiates anti-dumping investigations into the existence, degree and 
effect of alleged dumping of the subject goods originating in or 
exported from the subject country. 

10. PERIOD OF INVESTIGATION 

The Period of Investigation for the purpose of the present 
investigation is 1 st January 2003 to 31 st December 2003 (12 months). 

11. SUBMISSION OF INFORMATION 

The exporters in the subject countries and the importers in India 
known to be concerned with this investigation are being addressed 
separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner 
prescribed and to make their views known to the Designated 
Authority, Directorate General of Anti Dumping & AHied Duties, 
Ministry of Commerce 5 & Industry, Department of Commerce, 
Government of India, Room No. 243, Udyog Bhavan/ New Delhi - 
110011. 
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As per Rule 6(5) of Rule supra, the Designated Authority is also 
providing opportunity to the industrial users of the article under 
investigation, and to representative consumer organizations who can 
furnish information which is relevant to the investigation regarding 
dumping, injury and causality. Any other interested party may also 
make its submissions relevant to the investigation within the time limit 
set out below. 


12. TIME LIMIT 

Any information relating to the present investigation should be sent in 
writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above 
not later than forty days from the date of publication of this 
notification. The known exporters and importers, who are being 
addressed separately, are however required to submit the information 
within forty days from the date of the letter addressed to them 
separately. It may be noted that no request, whatsoever, shall be 
entertained for extension in the prescribed time limit. 

13. INSPECTION OF PUBLIC FILE 


In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential version of the evidence/application 


submitted by other interested parties. In case where an interested 
party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary 

infnirnofirin linthin *■» ranonnnKIn RrtWArl A. _ -J — _ AL_ 
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investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the 
facts available to it and make such recommendations to the Central 


Government as deemed fit. 


ABHIJIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 





